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Abstract: Multi-phase flow meters are of huge importance to the offshore oil and gas industry.
Unreliable measurements can lead to many disadvantages and even wrong decision-making. It is
especially important for mature reservoirs as the gas volume fraction and water cut is increasing
during the lifetime of a well. Hence, it is essential to accurately monitor the multi-phase flow
of oil, water and gas inside the transportation pipelines. The objective of this review paper is
to present the current trends and technologies within multi-phase flow measurements and to
introduce the most promising methods based on parameters such as accuracy, footprint, safety,
maintenance and calibration. Typical meters, such as tomography, gamma densitometry and virtual
flow meters are described and compared based on their performance with respect to multi-phase
flow measurements. Both experimental prototypes and commercial solutions are presented and
evaluated. For a non-intrusive, non-invasive and inexpensive meter solution, this review paper
predicts a progress for virtual flow meters in the near future. The application of multi-phase flows
meters are expected to further expand in the future as fields are maturing, thus, efficient utilization of
existing fields are in focus, to decide if a field is still financially profitable.
Keywords: multi-phase flow; offshore; oil and gas; flow metering; instrumentation
1. Introduction
One major problem in the offshore oil and gas industry is monitoring of multi-phase flow
consisting of oil, water and gas in pipelines [1,2]. Due to difficulties regarding subsurface
instrumentation the multi-phase flow contributes to a huge problem at offshore installations [3,4].
In Figure 1a typical offshore installation of a well-pipeline-riser system is illustrated. As it can be seen
from the figure, most of the process is placed subsurface, which enhances the problem. For vertical
wells as in Figure 1 the system consists of three main sections being the vertical pipe from the reservoir
to the seabed, the horizontal subsea pipeline, and the vertical riser-pipeline from the seabed to the
separation platform [5]. Since subsea instrumentation is extremely expensive and cumbersome,
monitoring of the multi-phase flow is often reduced to the top of the vertical riser-pipeline and
following pipelines, which is located above sea.
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Figure 1. Subsea manifold and transportation pipelines to separation platform.
Poor measurements of the multi-phase flow can lead to big uncertainties regarding important data,
which due to small measurement errors and round-offs can end up with a huge error margin in the
end of the oil recovery process [6]. The problem is well-described and investigated, but the potential
errors in the measurements are often not being accounted for during the oil recovery process, and a lot
of models and empirical algorithms can hereby be questioned upon their accuracy. Poor accuracy of
multi-phase flow measurements can have a huge effect on:
• Model prediction, history matching and future of reservoir [7–12].
• Control of flow patterns [13,14].
• Separation [15].
• Chemical injection [16].
• Emulsion layer [16].
• Corrosion-rate [17].
Although the focus of this review paper is multi-phase flow in the upstream transportation
pipelines, the flow measurement is also of importance to other parts of the oil recovery process.
Tthe produced water (PW) treatment is affected by accurate and reliable measurements of the
flow. PW treatment is a product from the separation process, which occurs after Figure 1 on the
separation platform. It has been documented that control of flow patterns (e.g., slugs) can reduce
the separation efficiency of the separator, and hereby optimize the PW treatment process [18–20].
Slugs can be controlled by a feedback system feed with flow measurements from e.g., a multi-phase
flow meter (MPFM).
The Danish Environmental Protection Agency has specified regulations on the PW with respect
to dispersed oil discharged into the ocean [21–23]. All Danish platforms in the North Sea are
by law required to discharge less than 222 ton of oil per year in total [21,24]. The regulations
are stated by The Danish Environmental Protection Agency based on requirements from OSPAR
Commission, which protects the marine environment and biodiversity in the North-East Atlantic
Ocean [25]. The amount of dispersed oil in PW can carefully be monitored and hereby reduced
by the implementation of e.g., MPFMs, as they can optimize the separation process and chemical
injection. In the permissions provided by The Danish Environmental Protection Agency given from
2019 to 2023 it can be seen from Figure 2 that the amount of PW and discharged dispersed oil is
increasing with exception of some years due to shut down of big platforms (reconstruction of Tyra
field in 2019–2022 [26,27]). The increase of PW is a result of maturing fields with increasing water
cut. This is supporting the importance of accurate measurements of the multi-phase flow and, hereby,
the necessity of MPFMs. The increase in PW can also be a huge problem, if the legal requirements are
not adjusted to this change, as it will be difficult to respect the given law. The data from Figure 2 are
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based on reports from The Danish Environmental Protection Agency regarding discharge permissions
of dispersed oil in PW for the Danish North Sea fields operated by Total E&P Danmark A/S, Hess
Danmark ApS and INEOS Oil & Gas [21–23].
Figure 2. Produced water and discharged dispersed oil from the Danish platforms in the North Sea.
The platforms include: Dan, Gorm, Halfdan, Tyra, Syd Arne and Siri. The fields are operated by Total
E&P Danmark A/S, Hess Danmark ApS and INEOS Oil & Gas. The blue graph illustrates the total
amount of produced water from the fields. The red graph illustrates the discharged dispersed oil in
the PW.
This article will cover monitoring of multi-phase flow in the main production upstream in the
1st stage separation process. It will evaluate the respective methods based on how they can be
implemented and applied to benefit the entire oil recovery process. First, an introduction to the
problem will be described. Sections 1.1–1.3 will introduce the most crucial issues with unreliable
and inaccurate multi-phase flow measurements. Section 2 will explain the conventional method
for measuring multi-phase flow, where Section 3 will describe the existing technologies and present
some non-commercial prototypes. After an introduction to current technologies, some industrial and
commercial MPFMs will be presented and compared in Section 4. Lastly, a discussion and conclusion
will be made in Sections 5 and 6, evaluating and predicting the future of MPFMs based on the results
obtained in this study.
1.1. Model Prediction, History Matching and Future of Reservoir
With an accurate model of the reservoir, it is possible to approximate the future behavior of the
field, to perform computer simulations and to manage the reservoir. The model is periodically updated
based on observed reservoir behavior, which is based on e.g., multi-phase flow measurements of
the wells. The approach is called history matching and has been described in [7–12], where possible
optimization options are also introduced. History matching is an approach where the current reservoir
model is fitted to reproduce the past behavior, so that the oil recovery is at its maximum over the
lifetime of the field. This can e.g., be done by enhanced oil recovery process [28–31]. To see the
behavior of the model and the oil production, decline curve analysis is employed. Decline curve
analysis is applied for production forecasting and reserves estimation [32]. The decline curve analysis
is introduced in [33–35], and based on the decline of the curve, enhanced oil recovery methods such
as water injection are decided and implemented. The data for the decline curve analysis is based
on performance history and observed production over time. These datasets, which e.g., consist of
the phase fraction and velocity of the multi-phase flow, need to be accurate to avoid errors in the
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model. Hence, the water decision of injection and injection volumes is dependent on the accuracy of
the multi-phase flow measurements of the wells.
1.2. Flow Regimes
Many studies investigate the flow pattern inside the transportation pipelines [36–40]. Especially
three-phase flow of water, oil and gas can be a huge challenge in the oil and gas industry [41].
There are several factors that can affect the liquid–gas flow pattern, which has been stated in [42] and
is listed below:
• Phase properties, fractions and velocities.
• Operating pressure and temperature.
• Diameter, shape, inclination and roughness of the transportation pipe.
• Presence of e.g., valves, T-junctions and bends.
• Pipe direction: vertical, horizontal or incline/decline.
• Type of the flow: whether the flow is in steady-state, pseudo steady state or unsteady (transient).
There are several types of flow patterns such as bubble, churn, annular, disperse and slug
flow [43–46]. The latter can be difficult to monitor and prevent, and requires an accurate feedback
system with reliable measurements, in order to prevent slugging from occurring inside the pipes.
The input for the feedback system can e.g., be multi-phase flow or pressure measurements. It is proven
that flow measurements are a better control variable compared to e.g., pressure, as long as the flow
measurements are accurate. The effectiveness of a cascade controller, which is i.a. based on flow
measurements, is presented in [47]. This is supporting the importance of reliable and accurate flow
measurements provided by e.g., MPFMs.
1.3. Separation and Chemical Injection
In the gravity separator the three phases will start separating right after entering the gravity
separator. Small impurities from the well and corrosion inhibitors added to the flow can lead to the
presence of foam between the oil and gas mixture [16,48]. In addition to the foam between the oil and
gas phases there will also occur an emulsion layer between the oil and water phases. The thickness
of the emulsion layer depends on i.a. the residence time inside the gravity separator [48]. Both the
foam and emulsion layer has a negative impact of the separation process and hereby the total oil
recovery [16]. Chemicals are added to prevent the foam and thick emulsion layer inside the separator.
The amount of chemicals added depends on the composition of the fluid, and accurate measurements
of the multi-phase flow are hereby essential. The chemical injection is a very expensive process
and unnecessary injection will only lead to poor oil quality and unnecessary expenses [49]. Hence,
the need for measurement of all three phases prior separation is necessary. Another way to prevent a
thick emulsion layer between the oil and water is electrostatic coalescence, which has been described
in [50–52]. The stream of the multi-phase flow inside a pipeline can also be directly connected to
corrosion [53]. In the presence of slug flow conditions as explained in Section 1.2, the multi-phase flow
has the impact of increasing the protective surface scales/films inside the pipeline. This can eventually
increase the corrosion rate since the slug flow will lead to higher fluctuations of the surface shear
stress [54]. Each problems can be prevented by obtaining correct measurements of the multi-phase
flow, which will be an input in a feed-back system. Reliable and accurate equipment is essential to
monitor the multi-phase flow and hereby to improve the overall oil recovery.
2. Conventional Flow Measurement Technology
This section will provide the reader with an introduction to the conventional technology to
measure and monitor the multi-phase flow. The produced multi-phase flow of a reservoir can
vary depending on the location and lifetime of the well [55]. Previously the multi-phase flow has
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been measured using a test gravity separator, which measured each single phase flow from the
output [42,56,57]. Commonly used meters for single-phase flow measurements can e.g., be a venturi
meter, turbine meters or coriolis flow meters [1,58]. The conventional flow technology is illustrated
in Figure 3. If the fraction or velocity of each phases is to be obtained, the multi-phase flow can be
transported to a test platform, where the test separator is located.
Figure 3. Oil production system with test separator and 1st stage separator. The flow inside the pipe is
denoted as either M for multi-phase flow or S for single phase flow. After the test separator each phase
flow is ideally measured by a single-phase flow meter (FM).
Inside the test separator the multi-phase flow is separated into three different single-phase flows.
After each outlet of respectively oil, gas and water a single-phase flow meter is installed labeled as
FM on Figure 3. The conventional method with the test separator is reliable and accurate but not
suitable for real-time monitoring of the multi-phase flow, as the process is simply too slow [30]. It takes
time for the three phases to divide inside the separator, which means that the single-phase output
will not provide instantaneous and real-time measurements [59]. Since the measurements are not in
real-time it can not be used in a feedback system to prevent e.g., slugging or overdosage of chemical
injection. Other disadvantages regarding the conventional technology is that the test separator has
a huge footprint and contributes to extra load on the given platform [42]. Also the measurements
are not performed in-line [59]. Due to these disadvantages regarding the conventional test separator,
new technologies and instruments have been investigated and implemented for commercial use.
The upcoming sections will cover the new technologies to measure the multi-phase flow.
3. Multi-Phase Flow Metering
Generally when measuring the multi-phase flow the mass and volumetric flow rates of water,
oil and gas need to be obtained. As described in [6] Equation (1) is valid for the volumetric flow rate Q.
Q = A(αvg + βvw + χvo) (1)
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A is the cross-section area of the pipe. α, β and χ are the gas void fraction, water fraction and oil
fraction respectively. vg, vw and vo is the instantaneous velocity of gas, water and oil. The sum of the
fraction of the three phases should equal one, which means that only two of the three phase fractions
need to be measured. Equation (1) can then be simplified as Equation (2):
Q = A(αvg + βvw + [1 − (α + β)]vo) (2)
To calculate the mass flow rate M of the multi-phase flow, the density of each phase needs to be
obtained. The mass flow rate is calculated in Equation (3):
M = A(αvgρg + βvwρw + [1 − (α + β)]voρo) (3)
where ρg, ρw and ρo is the density of the gas, water and oil [6]. To monitor the volumetric and/or
mass flow rate of the multi-phase flow, different technologies have been invented. Over a lifetime of
the well each of the parameter can vary. Hence, it is important for the MPFM to measure both density,
velocity and phase fraction of the flow.
Some of the most common methods will be introduced in the next sections. For a technology to
be sufficient for multi-phase flow measurement, it should be non-intrusive, flow regime independent,
accurate, reliable and able to measure the entire fraction range of each of the phases [55]. The upcoming
technologies will be discussed on their ability to monitor the multi-phase flow. Section 3.1.1 examines
electrical capacitance tomography, Section 3.1.2 examines electrical resistance tomography, Section 3.1.3
examines electromagnetic tomography, Section 3.1.4 examines microwave tomography, Section 3.1.5
examines electrical impedance tomography and lastly Section 3.1.6 examines optical tomography.
Section 3.2 will introduce a different technology called gamma densitometry. Section 3.3 will introduce
a technology called virtual flow meters (VFM), which consists of i.a. differential pressure transmitters
such as an orifice plate or venturi meter.
3.1. Tomography
Tomography is an imaging process technology, which is widely used when measuring the
multi-phase flow in the offshore industry [55,60–70]. The advantages of tomography is that the sensors
are placed at the periphery of the pipe and are hereby not a causing any obstruction to the flow [71].






fi is the volume fraction of phase x and vi is the flow velocity in the i-th element. N is the
elements that the cross-section of the pipe is divided into with an equal area a. The tomography
technology is illustrated in Figure 4, where two series of images are taken simultaneously. Each series
are representing a cross-section of the pipe, which are cross-correlated to obtain the velocity profile vi.
The volume fraction distribution of the phase fi(x) can be obtained directly by the images provided
from the tomographic sensors [56].
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Figure 4. Multi-phase flow measurement using tomography imaging process.
3.1.1. Electrical Capacitance Tomography (ECT)
Electric capacitance tomography has been used for many years and the technology has been
widely investigated [72–78]. In the electrical capacitance tomography a multi-electrode sensor obtains
capacitance measurements. The electrodes are located peripherally around the pipe causing no
interruption with the flow. For an ECT sensor the capacitance is changing when the di-electric
material distribution is changing [56,79]. The technology for an electrical capacitance tomography
sensor is illustrated in Figure 5. A typical ECT sensor consist of between 8, 12 and 16 measurement
electrodes [56,80].
Figure 5. ECT sensor with 8 electrodes around the pipe. One electrode is excited and the capacitance
is measured.
One issue regarding ECT is the imaging reconstruction algorithm, which induces an inverse
problem. Different approximation methods have been used to solve the inverse problem and linear
back projection (LBP) is commonly used. Reference [81] has developed a new reconstruction algorithm,
which they claim is able to image two- and three-phase flows. The algorithm is based on an analog
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neural network multi-criteria optimization image reconstruction technique and shows both accurate,
consistent and robust results. The algorithm works for transient multi-phase phenomena in gas-liquid
and gas-liquid-solid flows. Some non-commercial ECT techniques have been proposed, where [82]
presents a void fraction measurement system for two-phase flow. The measurement error of the
system is less than 5%, and the method is suitable for the void fraction measurement of bubble flow,
stratified flow, wavy flow, slug flow, and annular flow. Another promising non-commercial technique
is presented in [83]. The prototype is a multi-phase flow meter for oil-continuous flows. The technique
is an improved AC-based ECT system and it shows less than 3% absolute error for oil-water flows
with a water liquid ratio (WLR) < 35%.
3.1.2. Electrical Resistance Tomography (ERT)
ERT is contrary to ECT applied when the continuous phase is conducting [56]. It can be a challenge
that the continuous phase needs to be conducting, since the phases can vary e.g., during a slug cycle.
During a slug cycle the gas volume fraction (GVF) can vary from 0–100% and the continuous phase
is hereby not guaranteed to be conducting at all times. ERT has also been widely described and
investigated [84–88]. The electrodes of an ERT sensor are located in direct contact with the flow inside
the pipe.
The ERT technology is only suitable for measurements in vertical pipes, since the electrodes are in
direct contact with the flow. If the electrodes are frequently exposed to the gas phase (non-conducting
phase), as will happen in horizontal pipes under stratified, wave, slug or plug flow, the electrodes might
lose their continuous electrical contact with the measured flow [89]. In [89] a method is presented,
so ERT can be implemented for two-phase flow in horizontal pipes. The method is called Liquid Level
Detection and takes account for the electrodes that are exposed to gas (air) and hereby monitors the
position of the water surface. M. Wang [90] has also invented a method for ERT sensors to address
the challenges of electrodes with no contact to the conductive fluid. A disadvantage regarding ERT
is that the technology is primarily suitable when the continuous phase is conducting. Therefore,
when the flow is water continuous, ERT should be applied. This is due to the electrical conductivity
of water compared to oil, which will appear as an insulator [91]. Due to this it can be beneficial to
combine the ERT and ECT technology, to obtain a sensor technique that can obtain capacitive and
resistive properties simultaneously [92]. The design of a multi-modal tomography system based on
ERT and ECT has been described in [93–96]. In [97] a dual-modal sensor is presented, which is able
to measure the multi-phase distribution in a flow. For a gas-oil-water concentration consisting of
50% oil/water (30% water and 20% oil), the sensor is able to reconstruct the images such that the
concentration is calculated to 49.69% oil/water (30.17% water and 18.53% oil). The ECT mode is used
when WLR is less than 40% (oil-continuous flows) and ERT is used when WLR is higher than 40%
(water-continuous flows).
3.1.3. Electromagnetic Tomography (EMT)
Electromagnetic waves use the permittivity of a fluid to determine the fraction of each phase
in a multi-phase flow [98]. The sensor consists of excitation coils, which produce a magnetic field.
The sensors are not in direct contact with the flow [56]. Water has a higher permittivity than oil and
gas and the sensor is therefore, more sensitive to water flows. The permittivity is represented with the
symbol epsilon. Water has a permittivity at εr(water) = 81, oil at εr(oil) = 2.2–2.5 and gas at εr(gas) = 1 [98].
The EMT sensor is not the most convenient technology, when it comes to monitoring of multi-phase
flow in the offshore industry. Since the measurements are based on the electrical conductivity and the
magnetic permeability of the medium, it will require a high excitation frequency to increase the signal
from the sensor [99]. In a recent research [100] a combination of magnetic induction tomography (MIT)
and electromagnetic velocity tomography (EVT) showed promising results in measuring the velocity
of the continuous phase (water) in a two-phase flow consisting of oil and water. MIT and EVT are both
types of electromagnetic tomography techniques. The prototype shows great accuracy for single-phase
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water flow with a relative error of only 0.012%, but lacks in accuracy with a ratio of 65.80% water in
water-in-liquid multi-phase flow. Here the relative error is 12%, which is a huge error-margin, if the
meter should be implemented for multi-phase flow measurements.
3.1.4. Microwave Tomography (MWT)
One way to obtain electromagnetic waves is by using microwave tomography [98,101,102].
A microwave tomographic sensor consists of both receiving and transmitting antennas [103]. By using
an electromagnetic field the electromagnetic waves will be transmitted at different angles and hereby
create an image of the flow inside the pipe, while comparing with an uniform permittivity background
at the receiving part [77,103]. The hardware of a microwave sensor consists of a source that generates
the microwave signals, a detection part that detects and measures the microwaves, a routing part
that converts the signals into multi-views (images) of the flow and lastly microwave transmitting and
receiving antennas [77]. The microwave tomography technology is not widely used for multi-phase
flow measurements due to the image reconstruction algorithm, as this is too slow for real-time imaging
of the dynamic behavior of the multi-phase flow [103]. An experimental MWT system is presented
in [104], where an 8-port sensor is designed for oil-gas-water flows. The image construction is not yet
accurate enough to be implemented for industrial and commercial application, as the image quality
and hereby meter accuracy decreases with increasing frequency. Further investigation is essential to
present an accurate MWT meter for multi-phase flow measurements at offshore installations.
3.1.5. Electrical Impedance Tomography (EIT)
Electrical impedance has been described in [105,106]. This technology is often used in the
pharmaceutical industry to test respiratory and lung function [107]. The electrodes are located
periphery around the pipe and have electrical contact with the flow inside the pipe but do not
cause any obstruction to the flow [80]. A current is injected through the cross-section of the pipe
and the corresponding electrode voltage is measured. To calculate the fraction of each phase an
algorithm is used. The input to the algorithm is the applied current pattern and the electrode voltages,
which will then reconstruct an image based on the electrical conductivity and permittivity of the
flow [108]. EIT is not widely used in the oil and gas industry, but [105] shows promising results with
a recently developed measurement system that can produce real time 3D images. These are to be
used together with an algorithm to monitor the multi-phase flow. The system consists of 80 surface
electrodes and is capable of producing 15 frames per second in 3D. Another EIT sensor described
in [109] presents a multi-mode prototype, with a combination of capacitive and resistive/conductive
mode. By experiments the relative errors between measured and calculated values are below 1.64%
for the capacitance mode and less than 2.68% for the conductive mode. The sensor requires further
development before application but indicates promising results for measurements of multi-phase flow.
3.1.6. Optical Tomography
Optical tomography uses illumination such as absorption, diffraction and reflection of light as a
method to measure the multi-phase flow within a cross-section of a pipe [60,110]. The main component
of an optic sensor is a light source and a camera to sense the reflected light. Since the sensor is measuring
the transparency of the flow inside the pipe with respect to absorbed and reflected light, the sensor
needs a transparent window inside the pipe in order to be able to detect the light [111]. Another
disadvantages regarding optical tomography is that in multi-component flow such as multi-phase
flows, a bubble of e.g., air/gas can cause misleading measurements. This is due to the curving and
reflecting surface of the bubble, which can cause an intense beam of light to be reflected within the
flow and hereby confuse the camera of the optic sensor [80]. Optical tomography technology has
been described in [112], where the sensor is investigated for both single and two-phase pipe flows.
The sensor shows accurate measurements but are limited to flow situations with up to 15% gas fraction.
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The lack of ability to measure the gas fraction in the entire range makes the optical tomography not
suitable for monitoring of multi-phase flow in the oil and gas industry.
3.2. Gamma Densitometry
Besides tomography another convenient technology is gamma densitometry. Gamma densitometry
uses a radioactive source to obtain measurements of the multi-phase flow. Gamma is preferred
because of its ability to measure spacial distribution based on the atomic number and density of a
material [111,113,114]. When gamma-rays are radiated from the source to the detector, the ray will
attenuate depending on the absorption of radiation of the flow within the pipe [115]. Depending on
the detected gamma quanta at the detector, the sensor is able to measure even small changes in the
density differences of the fluid, and can hereby obtain accurate measurements of the fraction of each
phases [116]. To measure both the phase volume fraction and velocities, and not only the average fluid
density, the gamma densitometer is often installed together with an equipment such as e.g., a venturi
meter or an orifice plate. In [117] researchers presents a single clamp-on gamma densitometer unit,
which is able to determine both phase volume fractions and velocities to predict the individual phase
flow rates of vertically upward multi-phase flows. The method yield promising improvements on
the accuracy, but still needs more investigation as the densitometer is flow dependent. Gamma
densitometry has also been tested and evaluated in [118–120]. A disadvantage with gamma-rays is the
salinity content in the water. Saltwater has a higher attenuation coefficient than freshwater, which will
cause errors in the measurements if the salinity content changes [98]. To avoid these errors additional
equipment is needed. A single-beam gamma densitometer with an accuracy of 0.97% (phase fraction
measurements) is presented in [121]. The applied gamma source is Am-241, with radiation energy of
59.5 keV. The accuracy of the desitometer is increased by increasing the measuring time and the location
of the radioactive source with respect to the pipe. With increased measuring time and the radioactive
source at the center of the pipe, an accuracy of the phase fraction measurements on 0.53% can be
achieved. Another method for detecting the flow regime and void fraction by the use of a gamma
source is presented in [122,123]. The method is based on dual modality densitometry using artificial
neural network (ANN) and presents error less than 1% between estimated and simulated values.
3.3. Differential Pressure Meters
Many multi-phase flow meters use differential pressure (DP) transmitters to measure the
difference in the pressure in two given points inside the pipe. The most common differential pressure
transmitters used in the offshore industry are an orifice plate or a venturi meter, due to their accuracy,
in-line measurements and small footprint. Using Bernoulli’s principle it is known that increasing
the velocity of the fluid will cause a decrease in the pressure. By obtaining the differential pressure,
the flow rate of the fluid can be calculated [124,125]. Both the orifice plate and the venturi meter
creates a disturbance to the flow which enables the DP transmitters to measure the pressure difference
between two points. Together with a software tool consisting of empirical algorithms, some DP
meters can provide multi-phase flow measurement with the same accuracy as tomography based
meters or gamma densitometers. These meters are called virtual flow meters (VFM) and with the
simple instrumental equipment, these meters can contribute to a cheaper solution for the offshore
industry [126]. The meter consist only of an orifice plate or a venturi meter and already available
measurements at offshore installations such as temperature and pressure transmitters. The main
limitation of the meter is that the fluid composition must be constant. To avoid this problem void
fraction sensors and gamma densitometers are combined with the VFM measurements.
3.3.1. Orifice Plate
Orifice plates can be used to measure the flow velocity of a fluid within a pipe [127–129].
As explained in [130] an orifice plate works by applying a thin plate with a small opening inside the
pipe. The orifice plate is illustrated in Figure 6.
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Figure 6. Principle of an orifice plate. Interruption of the flow inside a pipe due to an orifice plate.
DP transmitters are measuring the pressure difference at a point before and after the orifice plate and
the velocity of the fluid is hereby obtained by Bernoulli’s equation.
The point where the flow is experiencing the maximum of convergence is called vena contracta.
Vena contracta is occurring just after the orifice plate as illustrated on Figure 6 with the diameter noted
as dvc. The differential pressure transmitters measures the pressure in the regular pipe diameter (dpipe)
and at vena contracta and hereby calculates the pressure difference and by Bernoulli’s equation obtains
the velocity of the fluid.
For vertical orifice plates the volumetric flow rate in terms of the pressure difference (∆P) is
calculated as Equation (5):





βd is the ratio between the diameter of the pipe and the diameter of the orifice, z is the change in
elevation and Cd is the discharge coefficient. Aori is the area of the orifice plate, ρ is the density of
the fluid and g is gravity. The discharge coefficient for an orifice plate (thin sharp edged) is around





Y depends on the discharge coefficient for compressible (Cd,c) and incompressible (Cd,i) flows [132].
For incompressible fluids Y = 1 and for compressible fluids the expansion coefficient will be defined
by the discharge coefficients as defined in Equation (6). The orifice is often used in a combination with
another instrument to measure and calculate the mass flow rate of the multi-phase flow. An orifice
plate meter is presented in [126]. The measurements of the meter are compared with simultaneously
measured data from a test separator and shows 3.52% measurement error with respect to the standard
volume flow rates of oil, water and gas.
3.3.2. Venturi Meter
A lot of studies has shown the effectiveness of measuring the multi-phase flow by using a venturi
meter [125,133–137]. The principle of a venturi meter is common to the principle of an orifice plate
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and illustrated in Figure 7. A venturi meter is said to have the lowest pressure loss compared to other
differential pressure transmitters [65].
Figure 7. Principle of a venturi meter. The DP transmitters are located before the pipe is converging
(d1) and when the pipe is most converged (d2).
To obtain the volumetric flow rate using a venturi meter, the same equation as the orifice plate
is used. The only difference in Equation (5) is that the discharge coefficient is higher for a venturi
meter compared to the orifice plate. For a venturi meter the discharged coefficient (Cd) is between
0.984–0.995 [131]. The venturi meter is widely used with respect to multi-phase flow in the offshore
industry. In [65] a solution has been presented for a two-phase flow meter consisting of an ECT sensor
and a venturi meter. The ECT sensor is measuring the void fraction information’s while the venturi
meter is obtaining the velocity of the two-phase flow. The venturi meter has also been investigated
together with an ERT sensor. This is described in [137], where the method is presented. The ERT
sensor measures the real-time flow pattern, while the void fraction and mass quality is calculated and
determined by the presented model. The mass flowrates are calculated based on the mass quality and
the differential pressure across the venturi meter. For bubble and slug flow the root mean square error
of the total mass flowrate is less than 0.03 and 0.06 respectively. The relative error is less than 5%.
3.4. Wet Gas
When the flow inside the pipe is gas dominant and the water and oil fraction together is less
than 5%, wet gas conditions are valid [6,138]. A wet gas flow can be defined by Lockhart-Martinelli
parameter, which is a dimensionless number ranging from 0 to 0.3. Zero is representing a completely












where ml is the mass flow rate of the liquid and mg is the mass flow rate of the gas. ρg and ρl is the
density of gas and liquid respectively. To predict the wet gas flow pattern the Lockhart-Martinelli
parameter combined with the gas and liquid densimetric Froude number is used [140]. The gas and
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D is the internal diameter of the pipe, g is the gravitational constant, ρg and ρl is the densities of










mg and ml is the mass flow of gas and liquid. Wet gas flow meters can consist of i.e., an orifice plate,
which has been described in [140] or a venturi meter [138].
3.5. Summary of Current Technologies
Sections 3.1–3.4 has outlined some of the current technologies for multi-phase flow measurements.
Based on the investigation and experimental results especially ERT, EIT and gamma densitometry
have shown promising and reliable results based on the accuracy of the presented prototypes. All of
the presented prototypes are listed in Table 1 for a better overview. Though, the prototypes has
been widely tested, further investigations should be done before application of the prototypes for
industrial use in e.g., the offshore industry. The prototypes with the poorest accuracy is the VFMs
by [65,126,137]. The ECT meter from [82] shows a measurement error on 5%, which is higher than
some of the other presented prototypes. The most accurate prototypes are the two MPFMs with a
radioactive source. Reference [121] shows less than 0.53% measurement error, while [122,123] shows
less than 1% mean absolute error.
4. Comparison of Industrial MPFMs
In this section some industrial MPFMs will be presented. They will be listed based on i.a. their
technology, advantages and disadvantages and will be illustrated in Table 2. Please note that the
tabular only represents a small amount of the existing commercial MPFMs on the market. It gives a
small insight to the industry and which technologies the industry has implemented. It should also be
noted that the values given in the table is based on data sheets provided by the manufactures and that
it has not been possible to verify the data.
From the table it can be seen that the presented MPFMs with a radioactive source tends to have a
better accuracy compared to the MPFMs with no radioactive source. The MPFMs provided by Emerson
(Roxar) 2600 M and 2600 MG contains no radioactive source and has a poor accuracy compared to the
other MPFMs. Also the MPFM provided by Khrone Oil & Gas contains no radioactive source and has
a poor accuracy especially for the gas rate. Based on the data sheets the most accurate MPFMs from
the table are the meters provided by Schlumberger, Weatherford and Pietro Fiorentini (Flowatch HS).
The three meters all contain a radioactive source and is claimed to operate in the entire range (0–100%
WLR, 0–100% GVF ).
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Table 1. List of current non-commercial prototypes to monitor multi-phase flow.
Non-Commercial Prototypes
Source Technology Accuracy Advantages Disadvantages
[82] ECT 5% Measurement error. New improved image reconstructionalgorithm. Non-radioactive. Mostly based on static experimental data.
[83] AC-based ECT 3% Absolute error. Non-radioactive. Only suitable for oil-continuous flows.
[97] Dual-modal sensor:ECT & ERT
Not informed. Measurements follow the
expected trend.
ECT mode when continuous phase is
oil (WLR < 40%), ERT mode when continuous
phase is water (WLR > 40%). Non-radioactive.
Needs more investigation upon
dynamic evaluation.
[100] MIT & EVT Single-phase: 0.012% relative error.Multi-phase: 12% relative error. Robust, low-cost and non-radioactive solution.
Only suitable for water-continuous flows.
Needs further improvements w.r.t. accuracy.
[104] MWT Not informed. Measurements and simulatedvalues show the same trend.
Designed is intended for the process industry
and oil-gas-water flow imaging.
Needs improvements of image quality, when
frequency is increased.
[105] EIT Not informed. Measurements show theexpected trend. Designed for industrial application.
Needs further development before
application (e.g., new measurement system).
[109] EIT Capacitance mode: 1.64%.Conductive mode: 2.68%
Fast and robust image restoration algorithm.
Simple hardware design. Only preliminary tests.
[112] Optical tomography.
Gas inclusion: 0.21% void fraction error.
Evans Blue solution: 2.17% void
fraction error.
Fast data acquisition. Limitations of larger GVF than 15%.
[121] Gammadensitometry. 0.53% measurement error. Non-intrusive and reliable.
Not tested with gas injections. Contains
radioactive source.
[122,123] Dual modalitydensitometry. 1% Mean absolute error.
Non-intrusive and able to identify
flow regimes. Contains radioactive source.
[126] VFM (Orifice plate) 3.52% measurement error. No radioactive source. Limitation: fluid composition must remainconstant during the measuring period.
[65] VFM(venturi meter + ECT)
Not informed, but performs good
flowrate measurements. High quality images from the ECT sensor.
Over- and underestimated measurements
based on employed model (5 different).
[137] VFM(venturi meter + ERT)
5% relative error (bubble and slug flow).
10% relative error (annular and
stratified flow).
Improved measurement performance.
No radioactive source. Flow regime dependent.
Sensors 2019, 19, 2184 15 of 26
Table 2. List of industrial multi-phase flow meters.
Industrial Multi-phase Flow Meters
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5. Discussion of Advantages and Disadvantages Regarding MPFMs
The next sections will cover a discussion of the instrumental perspective of MPFMs based on the
cost, maintenance, footprint, radioactive source and calibration. This will contribute to the conclusion
and the future predictions for the MPFMs.
5.1. Cost
The price for a MPFM can vary between 100,000–500,000 US dollars, depending on the
requirements for the meter [42]. The prices will vary depending on whether the MPFM is installed
on- or offshore or if the location is topside or subsea. The operational cost for a MPFM is around
10,000–40,000 US dollars per year. This is a huge saving compared to the conventional test separator,
which has an operational cost around 350,000 US dollars per year [42]. It is clear that VFMs are
much cheaper compared to other MPFMs, as they only consist of measurements based on simple
conventional field instruments and empirical algorithms.
5.2. Maintenance
Whether the MPFM consists of pressure and temperature sensors, gamma-ray source etc. can have
an influence of the maintenance of the instrument. Maintenance is always a cumbersome procedure
when it is performed offshore. If maintenance is performed on an unmanned platform, the procedure
can be challenging and expensive due to shipping of the right personnel to the platform. Another
contributing factor to the expenses of maintenance is whether the equipment i located sub sea or above
sea level. If the equipment is located sub sea the maintenance is assigned specially educated divers
and consultants, which is a cumbersome and expensive procedure [158,159].
Pressure and temperature sensors are installed so that they can easily be adjusted or replaced by
new sensors, which makes maintenance more doable. As illustrated in Figure 8, a sensor is measuring
either the pressure or temperature on a fluid flowing inside a pipe. The valve can easily be shut down
without any interruption of the fluid, and the sensor can be replaced without a complete shut down
of the oil production. If the MPFM receives the mass flow and density distribution from a coriolis,
the maintenance and replacement can cause more difficulties [160,161]. Even though the coriolis is
suppose to have lower maintenance due to no moving parts, it can still cause problems. The coriolis
is installed inline of the pipe as illustrated in Figure 9, and maintenance such as replacement of the
coriolis will require a complete shutdown of the production.
Figure 8. A PT sensor placed on a pipe. The PT sensor is replaced without causing any affection on the
oil production due to the location of the valve.
Figure 9. A coriolis meter placed inline of the pipe. Replacement of the meter will cause a shut down
in the oil production in the given location.
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Maintenance of a gamma source is not required often. The radiation of the source will decay over
time with respect to the half-life time of the radioactive source. If a gamma source is to be maintained
or replaced, the procedure is expensive as specialized and certificated personnel is shipped to the
concerned platform.
5.3. Footprint
The footprint of the equipment is essential at offshore installations. A compact platform makes
huge constructions and equipment impossible and the footprint of a MPFM should be as small as
possible. Therefore a solution with an inline MPFM is preferred instead of the huge test separator.
5.4. Radioactive Source
Radioactive materials requires careful supervision during execution, operation and disposal.
Handling radioactive materials requires permission and experts to meet the given law [162,163].
This means that a MPFM consisting of a radioactive source requires special educated employees, when
handling the meter. This is contributing to a higher OPEX and CAPEX due to external employees
shipped to the offshore platform for implementing, operating and disposal of the radioactive material.
5.5. Calibration
For the MPFM to operate, it needs calibration in the form of input data from time to time.
Especially VFMs will need much calibration before start-up to estimate and produce the empirical
equations for the software. Contrary to this other MPFM will only need calibration when the accuracy
of the data is drifting over time. PT-sensors have a long-term stability and are calibrated with respect to
the electric signal from the sensor. Over the time a PT-sensor will drift from the initial zero point offset.
By calibration, the zero point offset can be re-adjusted increasing the accuracy. Pressure calibration is
done by venting the sensor with ambient air and hereby trimming the offset, so that the zero point is
again matching [164]. Gamma-ray source requires special educated personnel and strictly permissions
and is therefore, a more comprehensive technology to calibrate. The calibration of a gamma source
depends on the half-life time of the source [121]. For a given period stated by the manufacturer,
the radioactive source must be calibrated to take account for the loss of intensity of the source. If the
half-life time is short, the calibration needs to be performed more frequently compared to a radioactive
source with a longer half-life time. The calibration is done by measuring the count-rates of the radiation
with respect to each single phase [118,165–167].
6. Conclusion and Predictions for MPFMs
This review article has presented and discussed the newest trends in the offshore oil and gas
industry with respect to multi-phase flow measurements. As stated in this article, the accuracy
and reliability of multi-phase flow measurements are essential for allocated production data and
model prediction. The value of MPFMs can be of great importance over the entire lifetime of a field,
but especially as mature fields turn into brown fields over the production life of the field. Hence, it is
essential to monitor production and stage of each well as this can estimate the lifetime and future
development of a field. In the latter years of the production life of a well, the focus of production
is increasing rather than the exploration of the well. For mature wells, it is extremely important to
accurately measure the multi-phase flow, as the water cut will increase and the reservoir pressure
will decrease.
Tomography and gamma-ray densitometry have been widely investigated, and commercial
meters have been developed. The technologies have been further developed, and some new and
promising solutions and prototypes have been tested. Some of the prototypes show measurement
errors of less than 0.53%. Commercial MPFMs where illustrated and discussed as well. The most
accurate MPFM is a gamma densitometer based on experiments of the prototypes and data sheets of
the commercial products. Even though gamma densitometers have the greatest overall accuracy and
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are able to measure the flow independent of the composition of the phases, the radioactive source is
often a considerable limitation. Maintenance and calibration of a radioactive source requires special
demands and safety to respect the law. A MPFM solution without a radioactive source is therefore,
preferred. Sensor fusion-based DP meters with a software tool (VFM) have also shown progress in
recent years. This method is to be preferred in most cases, as this is non-intrusive, non-radioactive
and cheap compared to other MPFM technologies. Although the accuracy of VFMs is not as great as
gamma densitometers, the solution should be greatly considered due to less maintenance requirements
and price.
The number of MPFMs and investigations of accurate and intelligent technologies of multi-phase
flow measurement are expected to continuously increase and expand in the coming years because
of maturing fields and the focus upon continuous oil production. The overall issue is to design a
commercial solution, which can accurately measure the entire GVF and provide accurate and real-time
measurements. This should be without compromising safety and the footprint on the respective
platform. Other essential qualities for future MPFMs are low maintenance, availability and easy
operation. A possible solution could therefore, be further investigation of VFMs, as this has the
potential to fulfill the qualities for accurate and reliable multi-phase flow measurements. Eventually
VFMs could be combined with e.g., tomography technologies in sensor fusion to obtain even more
accurate and reliable meters.
Author Contributions: Manuscript preparation, L.S.H.; Reviewing and editing, L.S.H and S.P and P.D.;
Supervision, S.P and P.D.
Funding: This research was funded by Danish Hydrocarbon Research and Technology Centre (DHRTC) and
Aalborg University (AAU) joint project—Virtual Flow (AAU Pr-no: 886037).
Acknowledgments: The authors would like to thank DHRTC for the financial support for the project and Aalborg
University for supporting the publication charges of this review article.
Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.
Nomenclature
a Cross-section of pipe divided with equal area
A Cross-section area of the pipe
Aori Area of orifice plate
ANN Artificial neural network
C Capacitance
Cd Discharge coefficient
Cd,c Discharge coefficient for compressible flows
Cd,i Discharge coefficient for incompressible flows
CAPEX Capital expenditures
dpipe Diameter of pipe
dvc Diameter of pipe at Vena Contracta
D Internal diameter of the pipe
DP Differential pressure
ECT Electrical capacitance tomography
EIT Electrical impedance tomography
EMT Electromagnetic tomography
ERT Electrical resistance tomography
EVT Electromagnetic velocity tomography
fi(x) Volume fraction of phase x
FM Flow meter
Frg Gas densimetric Froude number
Frl Liquid densimetric Froude number
g Gravitational force
GVF Gas volume fraction
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LBP Linear back projection
mg Mass flow rate of the gas
ml Mass flow rate of the liquid
M Mass flow rate
MIT Magnetic induction tomography
MR Magnetic resonance
MPFM Multi-phase Flow Meter
MWT Microwave tomography
N Number of elements
NIR Near infra red
OPEX Operating expenses
P Pressure
PET Positron emission tomography
PEPT Positron emission particle tracking
PT Pressure and temperature
PW Produced water
Q Volumetric flow rate
Qx Volumetric flow rate of phase x
Usg Superficial gas velocity
Usl Superficial liquid velocity
vg Instantaneous velocity of gas
vi Flow velocity in the i-th element
vo Instantaneous velocity of oil
vw Instantaneous velocity of water
V Potential difference
VFM Virtual Flow Meter
VMS Virtual Metering System
WLR Water liquid ratio
XLM Lockhart-Martinelli wet gas parameter
Y Expansion coefficient
z Change in elevation
α Gas void fraction
β Water fraction




εr(gas) Permittivity of gas
εr(oil) Permittivity of oil
εr(water) Permittivity of water
φ Electrical potential distribution
ρg Density of gas
ρl Density of liquid
ρo Density of oil
ρw Density of water
σ Conductivity distribution
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70. Chaouki, J.; Larachi, F.; Duduković, M.P. Noninvasive tomographic and velocimetric monitoring of
multiphase flows. Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 1997, 36, 4476–4503. [CrossRef]
71. Taherian, M.R.; Habashy, T.M. Microwave Device and Method for Measuring Multiphase Flows. U.S. Patent
5,485,743, 23 January 1996.
72. Xie, C.; Huang, S.; Hoyle, B.; Thorn, R.; Lenn, C.; Snowden, D.; Beck, M. Electrical capacitance tomography
for flow imaging: system model for development of image reconstruction algorithms and design of primary
sensors. IEE Proc. G-Circuits Devices Syst. 1992, 139, 89–98. [CrossRef]
73. Yang, W.; Spink, D.; York, T.; McCann, H. An image-reconstruction algorithm based on Landweber’s
iteration method for electrical-capacitance tomography. Meas. Sci. Technol. 1999, 10, 1065. [CrossRef]
74. Gamio, J.; Castro, J.; Rivera, L.; Alamilla, J.; Garcia-Nocetti, F.; Aguilar, L. Visualisation of gas–oil two-phase
flows in pressurised pipes using electrical capacitance tomography. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2005, 16, 129–134.
[CrossRef]
75. Jeanmeure, L.F.; Dyakowski, T.; Zimmerman, W.B.; Clark, W. Direct flow-pattern identification using
electrical capacitance tomography. Exp. Therm. Fluid Sci. 2002, 26, 763–773. [CrossRef]
76. Wang, F.; Marashdeh, Q.; Fan, L.S.; Warsito, W. Electrical capacitance volume tomography: Design and
applications. Sensors 2010, 10, 1890–1917. [CrossRef]
77. Wu, Z. Developing a microwave tomographic system for multiphase flow imaging: advances and challenges.
Trans. Inst. Meas. Control 2015, 37, 760–768. [CrossRef]
78. Drury, R.; Hunt, A.; Brusey, J. Identification of horizontal slug flow structures for application in selective
cross-correlation metering. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2018, 66, 141–149. [CrossRef]
79. Yang, W.; Peng, L. Image reconstruction algorithms for electrical capacitance tomography. Meas. Sci. Technol.
2002, 14, R1. [CrossRef]
Sensors 2019, 19, 2184 23 of 26
80. Beck, M.S. Process Tomography: Principles, Techniques and Applications; Butterworth-Heinemann: Oxford,
UK, 2012.
81. Warsito, W.; Fan, L.S. Measurement of real-time flow structures in gas–liquid and gas–liquid–solid flow
systems using electrical capacitance tomography (ECT). Chem. Eng. Sci. 2001, 56, 6455–6462. [CrossRef]
82. Huang, Z.; Wang, B.; Li, H. Application of electrical capacitance tomography to the void fraction
measurement of two-phase flow. IEEE Trans. Instrum. Meas. 2003, 52, 7–12. [CrossRef]
83. Yang, W.; Li, Y.; Wu, Z.; Tsamakis, D.; Learmonth, D.; Xie, C.G.; Huang, S.; Lenn, C.; Cutler, A. Multiphase
flow measurement by electrical capacitance tomography. In Proceedings of the 2011 IEEE International
Conference on Imaging Systems and Techniques, Penang, Malaysia, 17–18 May 2011; pp. 108–111.
84. Dickin, F.; Wang, M. Electrical resistance tomography for process applications. Meas. Sci. Technol. 1996,
7, 247. [CrossRef]
85. Dong, F.; Jiang, Z.; Qiao, X.; Xu, L. Application of electrical resistance tomography to two-phase pipe flow
parameters measurement. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2003, 14, 183–192. [CrossRef]
86. Feng, D.; Cong, X.; Zhang, Z.; Shangjie, R. Design of parallel electrical resistance tomography system for
measuring multiphase flow. Chin. J. Chem. Eng. 2012, 20, 368–379.
87. Durdevic, P.; Hansen, L.; Mai, C.; Pedersen, S.; Yang, Z. Cost-effective ERT technique for oil-in-water
measurement for offshore hydrocyclone installations. Ifac-papersonline 2015, 48, 147–153. [CrossRef]
88. Pedersen, S.; Mai, C.; Hansen, L.; Durdevic, P.; Yang, Z. Online Slug Detection in Multi-phase Transportation
Pipelines Using Electrical Tomography. Ifac-papersonline 2015, 48, 159–164. [CrossRef]
89. Ma, Y.; Zheng, Z.; Xu, L.; Liu, X.; Wu, Y. Application of electrical resistance tomography system to monitor
gas/liquid two-phase flow in a horizontal pipe. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2001, 12, 259–265. [CrossRef]
90. Wang, M. Impedance mapping of particulate multiphase flows. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2005, 16, 183–189.
[CrossRef]
91. Xie, C.; Reinecke, N.; Beck, M.; Mewes, D.; Williams, R. Electrical tomography techniques for process
engineering applications. Chem. Eng. J. Biochem. Eng. J. 1995, 56, 127–133. [CrossRef]
92. Sun, J.; Yang, W. A dual-modality electrical tomography sensor for measurement of gas–oil–water stratified
flows. Measurement 2015, 66, 150–160. [CrossRef]
93. Hoyle, B.; Jia, X.; Podd, F.; Schlaberg, H.; Tan, H.; Wang, M.; West, R.; Williams, R.; York, T. Design and
application of a multi-modal process tomography system. Meas. Sci. Technol. 2001, 12, 1157. [CrossRef]
94. Deng, X.; Chen, D.; Yang, W. Study on electrodynamic sensor of multi-modality system for multiphase flow
measurement. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2011, 82, 124701. [CrossRef]
95. Qiu, C.; Hoyle, B.; Podd, F. Engineering and application of a dual-modality process tomography system.
Flow Meas. Instrum. 2007, 18, 247–254. [CrossRef]
96. Cui, Z.; Wang, H.; Xu, Y.; Zhang, L.; Yan, Y. An integrated ECT/ERT dual modality sensor. In Proceedings
of the Instrumentation and Measurement Technology Conference, I2MTC’09, Singapore, 5–7 May 2009;
pp. 1434–1438.
97. Li, Y.; Yang, W. Measurement of multi-phase distribution using an integrated dual-modality sensor.
In Proceedings of the IEEE International Workshop on Imaging Systems and Techniques, IST’09, Shenzhen,
China, 11–12 May 2009; pp. 335–339.
98. Wylie, S.; Shaw, A.; Al-Shamma’a, A. RF sensor for multiphase flow measurement through an oil pipeline.
Meas. Sci. Technol. 2006, 17, 2141. [CrossRef]
99. Ma, X.; Peyton, A.; Higson, S.; Lyons, A.; Dickinson, S. Hardware and software design for an electromagnetic
induction tomography (EMT) system for high contrast metal process applications. Meas. Sci. Technol. 2005,
17, 111. [CrossRef]
100. Ma, L.; McCann, D.; Hunt, A. Combining Magnetic Induction Tomography and Electromagnetic Velocity
Tomography for Water Continuous Multiphase Flows. IEEE Sens. J. 2017, 17, 8271–8281. [CrossRef]
101. Semenov, S.Y.; Svenson, R.H.; Boulyshev, A.E.; Souvorov, A.E.; Borisov, V.Y.; Sizov, Y.; Starostin, A.N.; Dezern,
K.R.; Tatsis, G.P.; Baranov, V.Y. Microwave tomography: Two-dimensional system for biological imaging.
IEEE Trans. Biomed. Eng. 1996, 43, 869–877. [CrossRef]
102. Broquetas, A.; Romeu, J.; Rius, J.M.; Elias-Fuste, A.R.; Cardama, A.; Jofre, L. Cylindrical geometry: A further
step in active microwave tomography. IEEE Trans. Microw. Theory Tech. 1991, 39, 836–844. [CrossRef]
103. Wu, Z.; McCann, H.; Davis, L.; Hu, J.; Fontes, A.; Xie, C. Microwave-tomographic system for oil-and
gas-multiphase-flow imaging. Meas. Sci. Technol. 2009, 20, 104026. [CrossRef]
Sensors 2019, 19, 2184 24 of 26
104. Mallach, M.; Gebhardt, P.; Musch, T. 2D microwave tomography system for imaging of multiphase flows in
metal pipes. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2017, 53, 80–88. [CrossRef]
105. Heikkinen, L.; Kourunen, J.; Savolainen, T.; Vauhkonen, P.; Kaipio, J.; Vauhkonen, M. Real time three-
dimensional electrical impedance tomography applied in multiphase flow imaging. Meas. Sci. Technol. 2006,
17, 2083. [CrossRef]
106. George, D.; Torczynski, J.; Shollenberger, K.; O’Hern, T.; Ceccio, S. Validation of electrical-impedance
tomography for measurements of material distribution in two-phase flows. Int. J. Multiph. Flow 2000,
26, 549–581. [CrossRef]
107. Costa, E.L.; Lima, R.G.; Amato, M.B. Electrical impedance tomography. In Yearbook of Intensive Care and
Emergency Medicine; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2009; pp. 394–404.
108. Saulnier, G.J.; Blue, R.S.; Newell, J.C.; Isaacson, D.; Edic, P.M. Electrical impedance tomography. IEEE Signal
Process. Mag. 2001, 18, 31–43. [CrossRef]
109. Cao, Z.; Wang, H.; Yang, W.; Yan, Y. A calculable sensor for electrical impedance tomography. Sens. Actuators
A Phys. 2007, 140, 156–161. [CrossRef]
110. Arridge, S.R.; Schotland, J.C. Optical tomography: forward and inverse problems. Inverse Probl. 2009,
25, 123010. [CrossRef]
111. IAEA. Industrial Process Gamma Tomography. In Industrial Applications and Chemistry Section; International
Atomic Energy Agency: Vienna, Austria, 2008.
112. Schleicher, E.; Da Silva, M.; Thiele, S.; Li, A.; Wollrab, E.; Hampel, U. Design of an optical tomograph for the
investigation of single-and two-phase pipe flows. Meas. Sci. Technol. 2008, 19, 094006. [CrossRef]
113. Bruvik, E.M.; Hjertaker, B.T.; Hallanger, A. Gamma-ray tomography applied to hydro-carbon multi-phase
sampling and slip measurements. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2010, 21, 240–248. [CrossRef]
114. Sætre, C.; Johansen, G.; Tjugum, S. Salinity and flow regime independent multiphase flow measurements.
Flow Meas. Instrum. 2010, 21, 454–461. [CrossRef]
115. Kalaga, D.V.; Kulkarni, A.V.; Acharya, R.; Kumar, U.; Singh, G.; Joshi, J.B. Some industrial applications of
gamma-ray tomography. J. Taiwan Inst. Chem. Eng. 2009, 40, 602–612. [CrossRef]
116. Hampel, U.; Hoppe, D.; Diele, K.H.; Fietz, J.; Höller, H.; Kernchen, R.; Prasser, H.M.; Zippe, C.
Application of gamma tomography to the measurement of fluid distributions in a hydrodynamic coupling.
Flow Meas. Instrum. 2005, 16, 85–90. [CrossRef]
117. Blaney, S.; Yeung, H. Investigation of the exploitation of a fast-sampling single gamma densitometer and
pattern recognition to resolve the superficial phase velocities and liquid phase water cut of vertically upward
multiphase flows. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2008, 19, 57–66. [CrossRef]
118. Hoffmann, R.; Johnson, G.W. Measuring phase distribution in high pressure three-phase flow using gamma
densitometry. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2011, 22, 351–359. [CrossRef]
119. Hanus, R.; Zych, M.; Kusy, M.; Jaszczur, M.; Petryka, L. Identification of liquid–gas flow regime in a pipeline
using gamma-ray absorption technique and computational intelligence methods. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2018,
60, 17–23. [CrossRef]
120. Arvoh, B.K.; Hoffmann, R.; Halstensen, M. Estimation of volume fractions and flow regime identification in
multiphase flow based on gamma measurements and multivariate calibration. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2012,
23, 56–65. [CrossRef]
121. Kumara, W.; Halvorsen, B.; Melaaen, M. Single-beam gamma densitometry measurements of oil–water flow
in horizontal and slightly inclined pipes. Int. J. Multiph. Flow 2010, 36, 467–480. [CrossRef]
122. Roshani, G.; Nazemi, E.; Feghhi, S.; Setayeshi, S. Flow regime identification and void fraction prediction in
two-phase flows based on gamma ray attenuation. Measurement 2015, 62, 25–32. [CrossRef]
123. Roshani, G.; Feghhi, S.; Mahmoudi-Aznaveh, A.; Nazemi, E.; Adineh-Vand, A. Precise volume fraction
prediction in oil–water–gas multiphase flows by means of gamma-ray attenuation and artificial neural
networks using one detector. Measurement 2014, 51, 34–41. [CrossRef]
124. Oosterbroek, R.; Lammerink, T.S.; Berenschot, J.W.; Krijnen, G.J.; Elwenspoek, M.C.; van den Berg, A.
A micromachined pressure/flow-sensor. Sens. Actuators A Phys. 1999, 77, 167–177. [CrossRef]
125. Xu, L.; Xu, J.; Dong, F.; Zhang, T. On fluctuation of the dynamic differential pressure signal of Venturi meter
for wet gas metering. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2003, 14, 211–217. [CrossRef]
126. Campos, S.R.V.; Baliño, J.L.; Slobodcicov, I.; Paz, E. Orifice plate meter field performance: Formulation and
validation in multiphase flow conditions. Exp. Therm. Fluid Sci. 2014, 58, 93–104. [CrossRef]
Sensors 2019, 19, 2184 25 of 26
127. Lin, Z. Two-phase flow measurements with sharp-edged orifices. Int. J. Multiph. Flow 1982, 8, 683–693.
[CrossRef]
128. Ferreira, V. Differential pressure spectral analysis for two-phase flow through an orifice plate. Int. J. Press.
Vessels Pip. 1997, 73, 19–23. [CrossRef]
129. Oliveira, J.L.G.; Passos, J.C.; Verschaeren, R.; van der Geld, C. Mass flow rate measurements in gas–liquid
flows by means of a venturi or orifice plate coupled to a void fraction sensor. Exp. Therm. Fluid Sci. 2009,
33, 253–260. [CrossRef]
130. Peter, U.C.; Chinedu, U. Model prediction for constant area, variable pressure drop in orifice plate
characteristics in flow system. Chem. Int. 2016, 2, 80–88.
131. Discharge Coefficient for Nozzle and Orifices. Available online: https://www.engineeringtoolbox.com/
orifice-nozzle-venturi-d_590.html (accessed on 15 November 2018).
132. Calculation of Flow through Nozzles and Orifices. Available online: https://neutrium.net/fluid_flow/
calculation-of-flow-through-nozzles-and-orifices/ (accessed on 13 December 2018).
133. Segeral, G. Multiphase Mass Flow Meter with Variable Venturi Nozzle. U.S. Patent 6,993,979, 7 February 2006.
134. Hunt, A. Measuring Flow in a Pipe. U.S. Patent 4,856,344, 15 August 1989.
135. De Leeuw, R. Liquid correction of Venturi meter readings in wet gas flow. In Proceedings of the North Sea
Flow Measurement Workshop 1997, Kristiansand, Norway, 27–30 October 1997; p. 335.
136. Hasan, A.H.; Lucas, G. Experimental and theoretical study of the gas–water two phase flow through
a conductance multiphase Venturi meter in vertical annular (wet gas) flow. Nucl. Eng. Des. 2011,
241, 1998–2005. [CrossRef]
137. Meng, Z.; Huang, Z.; Wang, B.; Ji, H.; Li, H.; Yan, Y. Air–water two-phase flow measurement using a Venturi
meter and an electrical resistance tomography sensor. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2010, 21, 268–276. [CrossRef]
138. Steven, R.N. Wet gas metering with a horizontally mounted Venturi meter. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2002,
12, 361–372. [CrossRef]
139. Richard, S.; Shugart, C.; Kutty, R. Orifice Meter Multiphase Wet Gas Flow Performance—The Pressure Loss
Ratio Solution to the ‘Ill-Posed’ Problem. In Proceedings of the North Sea Flow Measurement Workshop,
Aberdeen, UK, 22–24 October 2018.
140. Steven, R.; Hall, A. Orifice plate meter wet gas flow performance. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2009, 20, 141–151.
[CrossRef]
141. Emerson Process Management. Roxar MPFM 2600 MVG. Data Sheet FM-T402-M. 2016. Available online:
https://www.emerson.com/documents/automation/product-data-sheet-mpfm-2600-mvg-datasheet-
roxar-en-us-170812.pdf (accessed on 1 December 2018).
142. Emerson Process Management. Roxar Subsea Wetgas Meter. Product Data Sheet. 2018. Available
online: https://www.emerson.com/documents/automation/data-sheet-subsea-wetgas-meter-roxar-en-
82058.pdf (accessed on 1 December 2018).
143. Emerson Process Management. Roxar subsea Multiphase Meter. Data Sheet C-190109. 2016. Available
online: https://www.emerson.com/documents/automation/data-sheet-subsea-multiphase-meter-roxar-
en-81788.pdf (accessed on 1 December 2018).
144. Halliburton, Testing & Subsea. Multiphase Flow Metering (MPFM) System. Data Sheet H010920. 2014.
Available online: https://www.halliburton.com/content/dam/ps/public/ts/contents/Data_Sheets/web/
H/H010920_MPFM.pdf (accessed on 1 December 2018).
145. Schlumberger. Vx Spectra. Data Sheet 17-TP-302930. 2017. Available online: https://www.slb.com/~/
media/Files/testing/brochures/multiphase/vx_spectra_surface_multiphase_flowmeter_br.pdf (accessed
on 1 December 2018).
146. Schlumberger. Vx Omni Subsea Multiphase Flowmeter. Data Sheet 18-OSS-403511. 2018. Available
online: https://www.onesubsea.slb.com/-/media/cam/resources/2018/04/27/20/47/vx-omni-product-
sheet.ashx (accessed on 1 December 2018).
147. Weatherford. VSRD Multiphase Flowmeter. Data Sheet. 2018. Available online: https://weatherford.com/
en/documents/brochure/products-and-services/production-optimization/vsrd-multiphase-flowmeter/
(accessed on 1 December 2018).
148. Weatherford. Red Eye Multiphase Metering System. Data Sheet. 2017. Available online:
https://www.weatherford.com/en/documents/brochure/products-and-services/production-optimization/
red-eye-multiphase-metering-system/ (accessed on 1 December 2018).
Sensors 2019, 19, 2184 26 of 26
149. Weatherford. VSR Wet-Gas Flowmeter. Data Sheet. 2018. Available online: https://www.weatherford.com/
en/documents/brochure/products-and-services/production-optimization/vsr-wet-gas-flowmeter/
(accessed on 1 December 2018).
150. Pietro Fiorentini. Pietro Fiorentini Multiphase Flowmeter Flowatch 3I. Data Sheet. 2011. Available online:
https://www.fiorentini.com/media/files/546_specification_sheetflowatch_v3_3i_1_1.pdf (accessed on
1 December 2018).
151. Pietro Fiorentini. Flowatch Multiphase Wet Gas Meter 3I—Non Gamma System. Data Sheet. 2012.
Available online: https://www.fiorentini.com/media/files/143_749_specification_sheet_multiphase_wet_
gas_meter_1.pdf (accessed on 1 December 2018).
152. Pietro Fiorentini. Pietro Fiorentini Multiphase Flowmeter Flowatch HS. Data Sheet. 2011. Available online:
https://www.fiorentini.com/media/files/547_specification_sheetflowatch_v3_hs_1_1_2.pdf (accessed on
1 December 2018).
153. Pietro Fiorentini. Xtreme HS Wetgas Meter. Data Sheet. 2015. Available online: https://www.fiorentini.
com/media/files/1196_specification_sheet_wetgas_meter_xtremehs.pdf (accessed on 1 December 2018).
154. Pietro Fiorentini. Multiphase Flow Measurement. Data Sheet CT-s 585-E. 2014. Available online: https:
//www.fiorentini.com/media/files/995_flowatch_2014_lr.pdf (accessed on 1 December 2018).
155. Pietro Fiorentini. NIR WLR-Meter; Data Sheet. 2015. Available online: https://www.fiorentini.com/media/
files/143_1187_nir-wlr-meter-datasheet-2015.pdf (accessed on 1 December 2018).
156. ABB & TEA Sistemi. Multiphase Flow Meter O&M Manual. Data Sheet TEA-16-230. 2016. Available
online: http://www.abb.com/cawp/seitp202/f5a716028bb9bbe585257d4a00526342.aspx (accessed on
1 December 2018).
157. KROHNE Oil & Gas. M-PHASE 5000—Magnetic Resonance Multiphase Flowmeter for the Simultaneous
Measurement of Oil, Gas and Water; 4004769102 BR M-PHASE 5000-R02-en; KROHNE Oil & Gas: Breda,
The Netherlands, 2017. Available online: https://vn.krohne.com/en/products/flow-measurement/
flowmeters/magnetic-resonance-multiphase-flowmeters/m-phase-5000/ (accessed on 1 December 2018).
158. Bai, Y.; Bai, Q. Subsea Engineering Handbook; Gulf Professional Publishing: Oxford, UK, 2018.
159. Kobbacy, K.A.H.; Murthy, D.P. Complex System Maintenance Handbook; Springer Science & Business Media:
London, UK, 2008.
160. Coriolis Flow Meter Calibration—Intertek. Available online: file://et.aau.dk/Users/lsh/Downloads/
Coriolis%20Flow%20Meter%20Calibration%20Services%20Data%20Sheet%20Web%20Quality.pdf (accessed
on 8 January 2019).
161. Coriolis Calibration Reduces Mass Flow Measurement Uncertainty. Available online: https://www.
flowcontrolnetwork.com/coriolis-calibration-reduces-mass-flow-measurement-uncertainty/ (accessed on
8 January 2019).
162. International-Atomic-Energy-Agency. Disposal Options for Disused Radioactive Sources; Technical Report
Series No. 436; International Atomic Energy Agency: Vienna, Austria, 2005.
163. PerkinElmer. Guide to the Safe Handling of Radioactive Materials in Research. 007092A _ 01. 2007. Available
online: https://www.perkinelmer.com/CMSResources/Images/44-73406gde_safehandlingradioactivematerials.
pdf (accessed on 8 January 2019).
164. SensorsONE: Not Reading Zero when Pressure Is Vented to Atmosphere. Available online: https://www.
sensorsone.com/not-reading-zero-when-pressure-is/ (accessed on 10 January 2019).
165. Frøystein, T.; Kvandal, H.; Aakre, H. Dual energy gamma tomography system for high pressure multiphase
flow. Flow Meas. Instrum. 2005, 16, 99–112. [CrossRef]
166. Zhao, Y.; Bi, Q.; Hu, R. Recognition and measurement in the flow pattern and void fraction of gas–liquid
two-phase flow in vertical upward pipes using the gamma densitometer. Appl. Therm. Eng. 2013, 60, 398–410.
[CrossRef]
167. Oddie, G.; Shi, H.; Durlofsky, L.; Aziz, K.; Pfeffer, B.; Holmes, J. Experimental study of two and three phase
flows in large diameter inclined pipes. Int. J. Multiph. Flow 2003, 29, 527–558. [CrossRef]
c© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
